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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Preliminary Amendment, filed on 12/30/03. 

Claims 1-6, and 8-25 are pending in this application. Claims 1, and 10 and 19 are 
independent claims. In the Amendment, filed on 12/30/03, claims 1-6 and 8-19 were amended 
and claims 20-25 were added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, and 8-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Orchard 

Patent US 6,834,249 in view of Tierling Patent 7,218,310. 

As per claim 1 , Orchard teaches a method comprising: 

providing a gesture by tapping a device, (see Orchard; col. 3, lines -10) said 

gesture comprising at least one component of the three dimensions, (see Orchard; 

column 1, lines 45-60; column 8, lines 8-40; Orchard teaches detecting motion in Y-axis, 

X-axis, and Z-axis); 

the motion sensor of the device detecting said gesture (see Orchard; column 1, 
lines 45-60; Orchard teaches a motion detection sensors and a motion control agent) 
and 
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However, Orchard fails to teach providing a feedback in response to said gesture 
detection to confirm a user that said gesture was detected. 

Tierling teaches providing a feedback in response to said gesture detection to 
confirm a user that said gesture was detected, (see Tierling col. 1 , lines 50-60) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Tierling 's 
teaching with method of Orchard in order to provide user with physical feedback. 

As per claim 2, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 1 . 
Orchard teaches characterized in that said gesture selects a function of the device, (see 
Orchard; column 8, lines 18-25; upon detecting motion the highlighted active region is 
moved one icon to the right and applications are functions of a device.) 

As per claim 3, Orchard and Tierling teachers a method according to claim 1 . 
Orchar further teaches characterized in that said gesture activates a function of the 
device, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 18-25; upon detecting motion the highlighted 
active region is moved one icon to the right and applications are functions of a device.) 

As per claim 4, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 2. 
Orchard teaches characterized in that said function is a scroll of a list in the user 
interface of the device, (see Orchard; column 7, lines 65-column 8, lines 10; Scrolling a 
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page of content is a scrolling a list) 

As per claim 5, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 1 . 
Orchard teaches characterized in that said gesture moves a game cursor on the display 
of the device in two dimensions, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 18-25; upon detecting 
motion the highlighted active region is moved one icon to the right and applications are 
functions of a device and the moved icon is a game cursor and movement from left to 
right is a two dimensional movement) 

As per claim 6, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 5. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that a further gesture in a third dimension of 
the device accepts the move made by the user in two other dimensions, (see Orchard; 
column 8, lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to be launched 
and highlighting and launching are selection confirmation) 

As per claim 8, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 3. 
Orchard teaches characterized in that said activation is confirmed by said feedback, 
(see Orchard; column 8, lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to 
be launched and highlighting and launching are selection confirmation visual feedback) 
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As per claim 9, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claims . 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said feedback is at least one of the 
following: a tactile feedback, an audible feedback or a visual feedback, (see Orchard; 
column 8, lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to be launched 
and highlighting and launching are selection confirmation visual feed back) 



As per claim 10, Orchard teaches an electronic device comprising: 
Means for sensing multi-dimensional motion 

detecting means for detecting a gesture made by user tapping the device at least 
once, (see Orchard; col. 3, lines -10) said gesture comprising at least one component of 
the multi-dimensional motion that is detectable by said sensing means; (see Orchard; 
column 1, lines 45-60; column 8, lines 8-40; Orchard teaches detecting motion in Y-axis, 
X-axis, and Z-axis) and 

feedback means for providing a feedback in response to said detected gesture, 
(see Orchard; column 1, lines 45-60; Orchard teaches a motion detection sensors and a 
motion control agent) 
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However, Orchard fails to teach means for providing a feedback in response to 
said gesture detection to confirm a user that said gesture was detected. 

Tierling 7,218,310 teaches providing a feedback in response to said gesture 
detection to confirm a user that said gesture was detected, (see Tierling col. 1 , lines 50- 
60) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Tierling 's 
teaching with method of Orchard in order to provide user with physical feedback. 

As per claim 1 1 , Orchard and Tierling teach a device according to claim 10. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said detecting means are arranged to 
select a function in response to said detected gesture, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 18- 
25; upon detecting motion the highlighted active region is moved one icon to the right 
and applications are functions of a device.) 

As per claim 12, Orchard and Tierling teach a device according to claim 10. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said detecting means are arranged to 
activate a function in response to said detected gesture, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 
18-25; upon detecting motion the highlighted active region is moved one icon to the 
right and applications are functions of a device.) 
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As per claim 13, Orchard and Tierling teach a device according to claim 1 1 . 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said feedback means are arranged to 
inform the user about the confirmation of said selection, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 
30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to be launched and highlighting 
and launching are selection confirmation) 



As per claim 14, Orchard and Tierling teach A device according to claim 12. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said feedback means are arranged to 
inform the user about the confirmation of said activation, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 
30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to be launched and highlighting 
and launching are selection confirmation) 



As per claim 15, Orchard and Tierling teach device according to claims 13. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said feedback means are arranged to 
provide at least one of the following feedback: a tactile feedback, an audible feedback 
or a visual feedback, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis 
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cause the application to be launched and highlighting and launching are selection 
confirmation visual feedback) 



As per claim 16, Orchard and Tierling teaches an electronic device according to 
claim 10. Orchard further teaches characterized in that said gesture is arranged to move 
a game cursor on the display of the device in two dimensions, (see Orchard; column 8, 
lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the application to be launched and 
highlighting and launching are selection confirmation) 



As per claim 17, Orchard and Tierling teach a method according to claim 16. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that a further gesture in a third dimension of 
the device is arranged to accept the movement made by the user in two other 
dimensions, (see Orchard; column 8, lines 30-40, Detecting motion in z-axis cause the 
application to be launched and highlighting and launching are selection confirmation) 



As per claim 18, Orchard and Tierling teach a device according to claims 10. 
Orchard further teaches characterized in that said device is at least one of the following: 
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a portable game console or a wireless communication device, (see Orchard; column 6, 
lines 50-55; PDA is a wireless communication device) 



As per claim 19, Orchard teaches a computer readable medium that stores 
program instructions, execution of the program instructions resulting in operation that 
comprise providing interaction between a user of said electronic device, said device 
comprising an user interface and a motion sensor capable of detecting three 
dimensional motion, said operations further comprising: 

Detecting at least one gesture of made by the user tapping the device at least 
once, (see Orchard; col. 3, lines -10) said gesture comprising at least one component of 
the three dimensions, (see Orchard; column 1, lines 45-60; column 8, lines 8-40; 
Orchard teaches detecting motion in Y-axis, X-axis, and Z-axis) 

However, Orchard fails to teach providing a feedback in response to said gesture 
detection to confirm a user that said gesture was detected. 

Tierling 7,218,310 teaches providing a feedback in response to said gesture 
detection to confirm a user that said gesture was detected, (see Tierling col. 1 , lines 50- 
60) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Tierling 's 
teaching with method of Orchard in order to provide user with physical feedback. 
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Claims 20-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Orchard Patent US 6,834,249 in view of Rosenberg 7,148,875. 

As per claim 20, Orchard teaches an apparatus, comprising: 

A sensor configured to detect a tap performed by a user on the apparatus; 

However Orchard fails to teach a tacitile feedback generator configured to 
generate vibration pulses; and 

A controller coupled together with said sensor and said tactile feed generator and 
configured to respond to a detection of at least one tap to activate said tactile feedback 
generator to confirm the user that the tap was detected. 

Rosenberg teaches 

a tacitile feedback generator configured to generate vibration pulses; and (see 
Rosenberg, col. 1 1 , lines 20-40) 

a controller coupled together with said sensor and said tactile feed generator and 
configured to respond to a detection of at least one tap to activate said tactile feedback 
generator to confirm the user that the tap was detected, (see Rosenberg, col. 1 1 , lines 
20-40) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Rosenberg's teaching with method of Orchard in order to provide user with physical feedback. 

As per claim 21 , Orchard and Rosenberg teach the apparatus of claim 20. 
Rosenberg further teaches where said controller is further configured to respond to at 
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least one detected tap to control at least one operation of said apparatus, (see 
Rosenberg, col. 1 1 , lines 20-40) 

As per claim 22, Orchard and Rosenberg teach the apparatus of claim 20. 
Rosenberg further teaches a communication network transceiver, where said controller 
is further configured to respond to at least one detected tap to control at least one 
operation of at least one of originating and terminating a communication via said 
communication network transceiver, (see Rosenberg, col. 4, lines 40- 65) 

As per claim 24, Orchard and Rosenberg teach the apparatus of claim 20. 
Rosenberg further teaches a communication network transceiver, where said controller 
is further configured to respond to at least one detected tap to control at least one 
operation of game play via said communication network transceiver, (see Rosenberg, 
col. 1, lines 20-40) 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Orchard Patent 
US 6,834,249 in view of Rosenberg US Patent 7,148,875further in view of Brewer US Patent 
5,611,040 

As per claim 23, Orchard and Rosenberg teach the apparatus of claim 20. They fail to 
teach a timer configurable by said controller to initiate a timing operation in response to 
detecting a first tap to determine whether another tap is received within a predetermined period 
of time that indicates that the second tap is related to the first tap. 

Brewer teaches a timer configurable by said controller to initiate a timing operation in 
response to detecting a first tap to determine whether another tap is received within a 
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predetermined period of time that indicates that the second tap is related to the first tap. (see 
Brewer col. 4, lines 55-70) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Brewer's 
teaching with method of Orchard and Rosenberg in order to provide user double clicking option. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Orchard Patent 
US 6,834,249 in view of Rosenberg US Patent 7,148,875 further in view of Chang US Patent 
7,325,029 

As per claim 25, Orchard and Rosenberg teach the apparatus of claim 20. They fail to 
teach a communication network transceiver, where said controller is further configured to 
respond to at least one detected tap to control least one operation of selecting a telephone number 
to call via said communication network transceiver. 

Chang teaches a communication network transceiver, where said controller is further 
configured to respond to at least one detected tap to control least one operation of selecting a 
telephone number to call via said communication network transceiver, (see Chang, abstract) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Chang's 
teaching with method of Orchard and Rosenberg in order to provide user to make phone call 
through internet. 

Response To Argument 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, and 8-25 have been considered but are 
deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Peng Ke 
/Peng Ke/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2174 
/David A Wiley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



